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Banks, William C. and Kirk M. Lewis—‘‘Federalism Disserved: The Drive for 
Deregulation” 
Bates, Jeanne-Marie—‘‘Expert Testimony on the Battered Woman Syndrome in 
Maryland” (Comment) 
Bayley, Karen D.—‘‘State v. Davis: A Proportionality Challenge to Maryland’s 
Recidivist Statute’’ (Note) 
Becker, Susan J.—‘‘Conducting Informal Discovery of a Party’s Former 
Employees: Legal and Ethical Concerns and Constraints” 
Bell, Wayne H. and Ian Morris—‘‘Coastal Seas Governance: An International 
Project for Management Policy on Threatened Coastal Seas” (Chesapeake 
Bay Symposium) 
Belz, Herman—(Comment on Rowan) (Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 47:28 
Berns, Walter—(Comment on Rowan) (Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 47:22 
Berthot, Kathryn S.—‘‘Bifurcation in Insanity Trials: A Change in Maryland’s 
Criminal Procedure” (Comment) 
Bethel, Terry A.—‘‘Recent Labor Law Decisions of the Supreme Court” 
Bowden, Thomas A.—‘‘Sovereign Immunity From Statutes of Limitation in 
Maryland” (Comment) 
Brandt, Edward N., Jr.—‘‘Health Care Workers and AIDS” (Health Care 
Symposium) 
Branson, Douglas M.—‘*SEC Nonacquiescence in Judicial Decisionmaking: 
Target Company Disclosure of Acquisition Negotiations” (Securities 
Symposium) 46:1001 
Braveman, Daan—‘‘The Establishment Clause and the Course of Religious 
TUR sx: ow: «oss. cetcactmeargaieey tolp atiaie sus etiow ies ais Ws lioia ons ipeiaasin ncaa nett tetaaeg sn 45:352 
Breitowitz, Irving—‘‘The Plight of the Agunah: A Study in Halacha, Contract, 
and the First Amendment”’ 51:312 
Brubaker, Stanley C_-—(Comment on Cox) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 47:162 
Capra, Daniel J.—‘‘Discretion Must Be Controlled, Judicial Authority 
Circumscribed, Federalism Preserved, Plain Meaning Enforced, and 
Everything Must Be Simplified: Recent Supreme Court Contributions to 
Federal Civil Practice” 50:632 
Cardin, Benjamin L. and Robert J. Rhudy—“Expanding Pro Bono Legal 
Assistance in Civil Cases to Maryland’s Poor’”’ 
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Carey, Jana Howard and Megan M. Arthur—‘‘The Developing Law on AIDS in 
the Workplace” 
Carrington, Paul D.—‘*Why Deans Stay: A Quitter’s Response” 
Cava, Anita and Don Wiesner—“‘Stealing Trade Secrets Ethically” 
Ceaser, James W.—(Comment on Schlesinger) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 
Civiletti, Benjamin R.—‘‘Zeroing in on the Real Litigation Crisis: Irrational 
Justice, Needless Delays, Excessive Costs” (Comment on Galanter) 
Clarke, Catherine Thérése—‘‘Missed Manners in Courtroom Decorum” ...... .50:945 
Collins, Carville B.—‘‘Maryland Campaign Finance Law: A Proposal for 
Reform” (Comment) 
Condlin, Robert J.—‘Bargaining in the Dark: The Normative Incoherence of 
Lawyer Dispute Bargaining Role”’ 
Connolly, John J.—‘‘Maryland’s Right of In Banc Review” (Comment) 
Connolly, John J.—* ‘Reasonable Particularity’ in Indictments Against Child 
Abusers”’ (Note) 
Cooper, Charles J—(Comment on Schlesinger) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 
Cox, Archibald—‘‘The Role of the Supreme Court: Judicial Activism or Self- 
Restraint?”’ (Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 
Crowell, Eldon H. and Charles Pou, Jr.—‘‘Appealing Government Contract 
Decisions: Reducing the Cost and Delay of Procurement Litigation with 
Alternative Dispute Resolution Techniques” 49:183 
Dennis, Roger J.—‘‘Mandatory Disclosure Theory and Management Projections: 
A Law and Economics Perspective” (Securities Symposium) 46:1197 
Dobbs, Dan B.—‘‘Can You Care for People and Still Count the Costs?” 
(Comment on Galanter) 46:49 
Dorsey, H. Bruce—‘‘Baltimore City Department of Social Services v. Bouknight: The 
Required Records Doctrine—Logic and Beyond” (Note).................50:446 
Easton, Eric B.—**United States v. Harvey: Are Criminal Defense Fees More 
Vulnerable Than Necessary?” (Note) 
Ensor, Judith C.—“Doctor-Patient Confidentiality Versus Duty to Warn in the 
Context of AIDS Patients and Their Partners” (Comment) 
Fein, Bruce E.—(Comment on Mathias) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 47:196 
Feldman, Marc—‘‘The Intellectual Ordering of Contemporary Tort Law” 
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Fletcher, John C.—*The Bioethics Movement and Hospital Ethics Committees” 
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Fluss, Sev S. and Dineke Zeegers—“AIDS, HIV, and Health Care Workers: 
Some International Legislative Perspectives’’ (Health Care Symposium) ... 48:77 
Gagliano, Rosalind D. and Donald H.J. Hermann—‘‘AIDS, Therapeutic 
Confidentiality, and Warning Third Parties’’ (Hospital Ethics Symposium) . 48:55 
Galanter, Marc—‘‘The Day After the Litigation Explosion” 46:3 
Garrison, Scott B.—‘‘Subject Matter Jurisdiction, Standing, and Citizen Suits: 
The Effect of Gwaltney of Smithfield v. Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Inc.” (Note) 48:403 
Garten, Helen A.—‘‘Subtle Hazards, Financial Risks, and Diversified Banks: An 
Essay on the Perils of Regulatory Reform”’ 49:314 
Gentile, Michael ].—‘‘Burning Tree Club, Inc. v. Bainum—State Action, Strict 
Scrutiny, and the ‘New Judicial Federalism’ ” (Note) 47:1219 
Gilson, Ronald J.—*‘The Devolution of the Legal Profession: A Demand Side 
Perspective” 49:869 
Goelzer, Daniel L.—‘‘Disclosure of Preliminary Merger Negotiations—Truth or 
Consequences?” (Securities Symposium) 46:974 
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Goldman, Robin M. and Marc I. Steinberg—‘‘Issuer Affirmative Disclosure 
Obligations—An Analytical Framework for Merger Negotiations, Soft 
Information, and Bad News” (Securities Symposium) 

Goldwin, Robert A~—(Comment on Mathias) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 

Gordon, Robert W.—‘‘Corporate Law Practice as a Public Calling”’ 

Gostin, Larry—‘‘Hospitals, Health Care Professionals, and AIDS: The ‘Right to 
Know’ the Health Status of Professionals and Patients” 

Greene, Linda S.—(Comment on Schlesinger) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 

Hagen, Randall L.—‘‘Maryland’s Child Abuse Testimony Statute: Is Protecting 
the Child Witness Constitutional?’’ (Comment) 

Hawkins, Gordon and Franklin E. Zimring—‘‘A Punishment in Search of a 
Crime: Standards for Capital Punishment in the Law of Criminal 
Homicide”’ 

Hazen, Thomas Lee—‘Rumor Control and Disclosure of Merger Negotiations 
or Other Control-Related Transactions: Full Disclosure or ‘No 
Comment’—The Only Safe Harbors” (Securities Symposium) 46:954 

Hermann, Donald H.J. and Rosalind D. Gagliano—AIDS, Therapeutic 
Confidentiality, and Warning Third Parties” (Hospital Ethics Symposium) . 48:55 

Hiler, Bruce A.—‘‘The SEC and the Courts’ Approach to Disclosure of 
Earnings Projections, Asset Appraisals, and Other Soft Information: Old 
Problems, Changing Views”’ (Securities Symposium) 

Hoffmann, Diane E.—‘‘Regulating Ethics Committees in Health Care 
Institutions—Is It Time?” (Hospital Ethics Symposium) 

Hollinger, Paula C.—(Introduction) (Hospital Ethics Symposium) ............50:742 

Horton, Tom—‘Protection of the Chesapeake Bay: Environmentally Legal, 

Eminently Uninhabitable?” (Chesapeake Bay Symposium) 47:406 

Houck, Oliver A.—‘‘Ending the War: A Strategy to Save America’s Coastal 
Zone”’ (Chesapeake Bay Symposium) 7:358 

Howard, Charlton T., I1I—‘‘Booth v. Maryland—Death Knell for the Victim 
Impact Statement?” (Note) :701 

Johnson, Mary Ellen Quinn—“‘School Prayer and the Constitution: Silence is 
Golden” 

Karina, Stephen J.—‘‘Ford v. Ford: A Maryland Slayer’s Statute Is Long 
Overdue” (Note) 

Kelly, Michael J.—“‘Afterword: Why Deans Stay” (Essay) ....................51:483 

Kentridge, Sydney—‘‘Civil Rights in Southern Africa: The Prospect for the 
Future”’ (Essay) 

Kennedy, Randall—(Comment on Rowan) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 

Kerr, Janet E—‘‘A Walk Through the Circuits: The Duty to Disclose Soft 
Information”’ (Securities Symposium) 

Kidd, Andrew C.J. McCandless—‘‘The Perimeters of Liability for Negligent 
Misrepresentation in Maryland’ (Comment) 

Krach, Kenneth F.—‘‘The Client-Fraud Dilemma: A Need for Consensus” 

(Comment) 

Kronmiller, Wendy Ann—‘‘A Necessary Compromise: The Right to Forego 
Artificial Nutrition and Hydration Under Maryland’s Life-Sustaining 
Procedures Act”” (Comment) 

Krupnick, Alan J.—‘‘Reducing Bay Nutrients: An Economic Perspective” 

(Chesapeake Bay Symposium) 

Kurland, Philip B.—(Comment on Schlesinger) (Constitutional Bicentennial 

Symposium) 
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Lansing, Ronald B.—‘‘The Creative Bridge Between Authors and Editors’”’ 
(Essay) 
Lardent, Esther F.—‘‘Mandatory Pro Bono in Civil Cases: The Wrong Answer 
to the Right Question” 
Laria, Jon M.—‘‘Julian v. Christopher: New Standards for Landlords’ Consent to 
Assignment and Sublease”’ (Note) 
Lee, Ronald B.—‘‘The Measure of Damages Under Section 10(b) and Rule 10b- 
5” (Comment) 46:1266 
Leon, Christopher—‘‘Letters of Credit: A Primer” .. 
Levy, Janice Gregg—*‘Lis Pendens and Procedural Due Process: A Closer Look 
ee ae eS) en a ee 51:1054 
Lewis, Kirk M. and William C. Banks—‘‘Federalism Disserved: The Drive For 
Deregulation” . . ...45:141 
Lipton, David A.—‘‘Mandatory Securities Industry Arbitration: The Problems 
and the Solution” 
Lolley, Marina M.—‘‘Carcinogen Roulette: The Game Played Under FIFRA” 
(Comment) 49:975 
Lovill, Kathryn Webb—‘‘Frye v. Frye: Maryland Sacrifices the Child for the Sake 
of the Family” (Note) 46:194 
Luban, David—‘‘Freedom and Constraint in Legal Ethics: Some Mid-Course 
Corrections to Lawyers and Justice’ (Response to Wasserman’s Review 
49:424 
Manns, F. Philip, Jr.—‘‘Duty to Correct: A Suggested Framework” 
(Comment) 46:1250 
Marcus, Maria L.—‘‘Wanted: A Federal Standard for Evaluating the Adequate 
State Forum” 
Marion, J. Hardin—‘‘Legal and Equitable Remedies Under the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act” 


Marks, Randall David—‘“‘Can Conspiracy Theory Solve the ‘Oligopoly 
Problem’?” 


Marquez, Awilda R.—‘‘Comparable Worth and the Maryland ERA” 
(Comment) 
Mathias, Charles McC., Jr.—‘‘Ordered Liberty: The Original Intent of the 
Constitution” (Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 
Mayo, Thomas Wm.—‘‘Constitutionalizing the ‘Right to Die’ ” 
McCauley, Mary D.—‘‘Rule 11 Sanctions: Contrasting Applications in the 
Second and Fourth Circuits’’ (Note) 46:470 
McGarity, Thomas O.—‘‘Regulatory Reform in the Reagan Era”’ 45:253 
McNeer, Richard H.—‘‘Nontidal Wetlands Protection in Maryland and 
Virginia” 
Merges, Robert P.—‘‘Intellectual Property in Higher Life Forms: The Patent 
System and Controversial Technologies”’ 
Messana, Thomas M.—*‘‘Ricks v. State: Big Brother Has Arrived in Maryland” 
(Note) 
Meyer, Bernard S.—‘‘Is There Cause for Jubilee?”’ (Fiftieth Volume Tribute) . .50:227 
Miles, Veryl Victoria—‘Interpreting the Nondischargeability of Drunk Driving 
Debts Under Section 523(a)(9) of the Bankruptcy Code: A Case of Judicial 
Legislation” 
Millemann, Michael A——(Comment on Cox) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 
Millemann, Michzel—‘*‘Mandatory Pro Bono in Civil Cases: A Partial Answer to 
the Right Question” 
Millemann, Michael—‘‘Capital Post-Conviction Petitioners’ Right to Counsel: 
Integrating Access to Court Doctrine and Due Process Principles” 
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Moreno, Jonathan D.—‘‘Institutional Ethics Committees: Proceed With 

Caution” (Hospital Ethics Symposium) 50:895 
Morgan, Richard E..—(Comment on Cox) (Constitutional Bicentennial 

Symposium) 47:139 
Morris, Ian and Wayne H. Bell—‘‘Coastal Seas Governance: An International 

Project for Management Policy on Threatened Coastal Seas’”’ (Chesapeake 

Bay Symposium) 
Motz, Diana Gribbon and Andrew H. Baida—‘‘The Due Process Rights of 

Postjudgment Debtors and Child Support Obligors” 
Murphy, Jerome A.—‘‘The Aftermath of the Iran-Contra Trials: The Uncertain 

Status of Derivative Use Immunity” (Comment) ...................... 51:1011 
Olander, Christopher Dean and Cynthia L. Spell—‘‘Interest Rate Swaps: Status 

Under Federal Tax and Securities Laws’”’ 
Oppenheimer, Michael and James T.B. Tripp—‘‘Restoration of the Chesapeake 

Bay: A Multi-State Institutional Challenge’ (Chesapeake Bay Symposium) .47:425 
Osborne, Hamish $.—‘*Bank Tender Offers: Deregulating Without Losing 

Control” (Comment) 45:1014 
O’Connell, Jeffrey and Thomas E. O’Connell—‘“From Doctor Johnson to 

Justice Holmes to Professor Laski” (Essay) 46:320 
O’Connell, Thomas E. and Jeffrey O’Connell—‘‘From Doctor Johnson to 

Justice Holmes to Professor Laski”’ (Essay) 46:320 
Percival, Robert V.—‘‘Protecting Coastal and Estuarine Resources— 

Confronting the Gulf Between the Promise and Product of Environmental 

Regulation”’ (Chesapeake Bay Symposium) 
Phillips, Jerry J—‘‘To Be or Not To Be: Reflections on Changing Our Tort 

System” (Comment on Galanter) 
Pou, Charles, Jr. and Eldon H. Crowell—*‘Appealing Government Contract 

Decisions: Reducing the Cost and Delay of Procurement Litigation with 

Alternative Dispute Resolution Techniques” 
Povar, Gail J.—‘‘Evaluating Ethics Committees: What Do We Mean By 

Success?” (Hospital Eiics Symposmpn) ...... «6:6. < 5.6.0.50esieiewic o8cie0 55's 
Power, Garrett—“The Unwisdom of Allowing City Growth to Work Out Its 

Own Destiny” 47:626 
Preston, Richard K.—‘‘Asylum Adjudications: Do State Department Advisory 

Opinions Violate Refugees’ Rights and U.S. International Obligations?” .. 45:91 
Quint, Peter E.—‘‘Free Speech and Private Law in German Constitutional 

Theory” 48:247 
Quint, Peter E—*‘The Constitutional Law of German Unification” ...........50:475 
Rakove, Jack N.—(Comment on Mathias) 47:226 
Reynolds, William L.—‘‘A Half Century of the Maryland Law Review” (Fiftieth 

Volume Tribute) 50:239 
Reynolds, William L.—‘‘Luther Martin, Maryland and the Constitution”’ (Essay) 47:291 
Reynolds, William L. and Jana B. Singer—‘‘A Dissent on Joint Custody” 47:497 
Rhode, Deborah L.—‘‘The Rhetoric of Professional Reform” 45:274 
Rhudy, Robert J. and Benjamin L. Cardin—‘‘Expanding Pro Bono Legal 

Assistance in Civil Cases to Maryland’s Poor” 
Ribstein, Larry E.—‘‘Limited Liability and Theories of the Corporation” 50:80 
Ridgway, Whitman H.—(Foreward) (Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) .. 47:3 
Ridgway, Whitman H.—/ntroduction, Equality as a Constitutional Concept 

(Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 
Ridgway, Whitman H.—Jntroduction, After the Imperial Presidency 

(Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 
Ridgway, Whitman H.—/ntroduction, The Role of the Supreme Court 

(Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 
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Ridgway, Whitman H.—/ntroduction, Original Intent and the Constitution 

(Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 

Rothenberg, Karen H.—‘‘The AIDS Project: Creating a Public Health Policy- 
Rights and Obligation of Health Care Workers”’ (Collection of Student 
Comments from an AIDS Seminar) 

Rowan, Carl T.—‘‘Equality as a Constitutional Concept’”’ (Constitutional 
Bicentennial Symposium) 

Saks, Michael J.—‘‘If There Be a Crisis, How Shall We Know It?’ (Comment 
on Galanter) 

Samuelson, Robert J.—‘‘The Litigation Explosion: The Wrong Question” 
(Comment on Galanter) 

Sargent, Mark A.—“‘State Disclosure Regulation and the Allocation of 

Regulatory Responsibilities”’ (Securities Symposium) 46:1027 
Schlegel, John H.—‘‘Better Than No Teeth at All?” (Fiftieth Volume Tribute) .50:231 
Schlesinger, Arthur M., Jr.—‘“The Constitution and Presidential Leadership” 

(Constitutional Bicentennial Symposium) 

Schlossberg, Judith Lynn—‘‘State v. Jones: Maryland’s Flexible Present Sense 

Impression Exception” (Note) 

Schwartz, Herman—(Comment on Mathias) (Constitutional Bicentennial 
Symposium) 

Scott, Charity—‘*Medical Peer Review, Antitrust, and the Effect of Statutory 
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Seligman, Joel—‘‘The Case for Federal Minimum Corporate Law Standards”’ 

(Essay) 49:947 
Sherwin, Emily L.—‘‘Law and Equity in Contract Enforcement” ..............50:253 
Simon, William H.—‘‘Lawyer Advice and Client Autonomy: Mrs. Jones’s Case” 
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Singer, Jana B. and William L. Reynolds—‘‘A Dissent on Joint Custody” 

Smith, Garrett M.—‘‘Board of Trustees v. City of Baltimore: Public Pension Fund 

Divestment of South African Securities Upheld” (Note) 

Smith, Garrett M.—‘*DeShaney v. Winnebago County: The Narrowing Scope of 

Constitutional Torts”’ (Note) 

Soifer, Aviam—‘Freedom of Association: Indian Tribes, Workers, and 

Communal Ghosts” 

Spell, Cynthia L. and Christopher Dean Olander—‘‘Interest Rate Swaps: Status 

Under Federal Tax and Securities Laws” «onc; 
Sporkin, Stanley—*‘A Call for a New Special Study of the Securities and 

Financial Markets” (Commentary) 46:915 
Steinberg, Marc I. and Robin M. Goldman—‘‘Issuer Affirmative Disclosure 

Obligations—An Analytical Framework for Merger Negouations, Soft 

Information, and Bad News” (Securities Symposium) 46:923 
Steinberg, Marc I.—‘‘/ntroduction, Affirmative Disclosure Obligations Under the 

Securities Laws” (Securities Symposium) 5:908 
Stevens, Susan M.—‘‘Antitrust Immunity for Local Governments: Maryland's 

Response in the Wake of Boulder” (Note) 

Stevens, Susan M.—*‘Kelley v. R.G. Industries: When Hard Cases Make Good 

Law” (Note) 46:486 
Stewart, Richard B.—‘‘Reconstitutive Law” 46:86 
Stone, Dwight W., II—‘‘Cheek v. United States: Finally, A Precise Definition of 

the Willfulness Requirement in Federal Tax Crimes” (Note) .............51:224 
Stone, Katherine Van Wezel—“Re-Envisioning Labor Law: A Response to 

Professor Finkin” 

Swann, Peter B.—‘‘Maryland Uniform Trade Secrets Act” (Note) .. 49:1056 

Tabac, William L.—‘‘The Unbearable Lightness of Title Under the Uniform 
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Taylor, William L.—(Comment on Rowan) (Constitutional Bicentennial 

Symposium) 

Tomlinson, Edward A.—‘‘Post-Conviction in Maryland: Past, Present and 

Future”’ 

Iripp, James T.B. and Michae! Oppenheimer—“‘Restoration of the Chesapeake 

Bay: A Multi-State Institutional Challenge’’ (Chesapeake Bay Symposium) .47:425 
Tushnet, Mark V.—(Comment on Cox) (Constitutional Bicentennial 

Symposium) 

Wald, Patricia M.—**Becoming a Player: A Credo for Young Lawyers in the 

1990s”’ (Essay) Te 
Warren, Manning Gilbert, III—‘‘Who’s Suing Who? A Commentary on 

Investment Bankers and the Misappropriation Theory” (Securities 

Symposium) 

Wasserman, David—‘‘Should A Good Lawyer Do the Right Thing? David 

Luban on the Morality of Adversary Representation” 

Weir, Tony—‘‘A Strike Against the Law?” 
Weisner, Don and Anita Cava—‘‘Stealing Trade Secrets Ethically” 
Weiss, Marley S.—‘‘Risky Business: Age and Race Discrimination in Capital 

Redeployment Decisions” 48:901 
White, James Boyd—‘‘Constructing a Constitution: ‘Original Intention’ in the 

Slave Cases” (Essay) 47:239 
Willcox, Breckinridge L.—‘‘Martin Marietta and the Erosion of the Attorney- 

Client Privilege and Work-Product Protection” 49:917 
Williams, Patricia |—‘‘Commercial Rights and Constitutional Wrongs” 49:293 
Wilson, John D.—‘‘Cleburne: An Evolutionary Step in Equal Protection 

Analysis’” (Comment) 46:163 
Winer, Laurence H.—‘The Signal Cable Sends—Part I: Why Can’t Cable Be 

More Like Broadcasting?” 46:212 
Wolf, Susan M.—‘‘Ethics Committees and Due Process: Nesting Rights in a 

Community of Caring’ (Hospital Ethics Symposium)....................50:798 
Young, Gordon G.—‘‘Some Reflections on Gramm-Rudman-Hollings”’ 

Zeegers, Dineke and Sev S. Fluss—‘*AIDS, HIV, and Health Care Workers: 

Some International Legislative Perspectives” (Health Care Symposium) ... 
Zimring, Franklin E. and Gordon Hawkins—‘‘A Punishment in Search of a 

Crime: Standards for Capital Punishment in the Law of Criminal 

Homicide”’ 





SUBJECT INDEX 


ADMINISTRATIVE LAW AND PROCEDURE 
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Alternative Dispute Resolution of Government Contract Dispute Appeals. .49:183 
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Regulatory Reform 
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Securities Regulation 46:339,974,1071,1222,1266 
State Regulation of Securities Markets 46:1027 
Timeliness and Statutes of Limitations in Agency Claims .............. 50:1029 
Workers’ Compensation 45:473;46:566 
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Statutory Employers .47:961 
Striking Workers 47:966 
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Developments in Maryland Law, 1987-88 
Drunk Driving Debts, Nondischargeability of 
Statute of Limitations for Fraudulent Conveyances....................+- 48:559 
‘“Tools-of-the-Trade” Exemption 


CIVIL PROCEDURE 
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